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The City of Ceres has been utilizing the StanCOG Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (BMP) due to the inability to
fund the creation of a BMP or an Active Transportation Plan (ATP). Ultilizing this plan for funding will only take the City
through 2017, the City needs to have an established ATP and cannot do so without grant funding.
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The City of Ceres has been utilizing the StanCOG Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (BMP) due to the inability to fund the creation of a BMP or an Active Transportation Plan (ATP).  Utilizing this plan for funding will only take the City through 2017, the City needs to have an established ATP and cannot do so without grant funding.
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Agency:

Ceres

Project
Name:

Citywide Active Transportation Plan

Exhibit 22 - PLAN
Active Transportation Plan Cost Estimate

* The Active Transportation Guidelines require that an active transportation plan must include, but not be limited to, the following components or explain why the
component is not applicable.

* The Active Transportation Plan requirements are applicable to all Pedestrian, Bicycle, or a comprehensive Active Transportation Plans.

e See the Active Transportation Guidelines for the full context of each requirement below.

* Insert additional plan p and iated costs if licabls
* If a component is not applicable, enter "0" for the Estimated Cost and attach additional sheets to explain why it is not applicable. Estimated Cost
($)
1 Estimate the number of existing bicycle trips and pedestrian trips in the plan area, and estimate the increase in the number of bicycle trips and pedestrian trips
resulting from implementation of the plan.
4 p P $10,500
2 Document and discuss the number and location of collisions, serious injuries, and fatalities suffered by bicyclists and pedestrians in the plan area, and a goal for
collision, serious injury, and fatality reduction after implementation of the plan. $2.560
3 Provide a map and description of existing and proposed land use and settlement patterns which must include, but not be limited to, locations of residential
neighborhoods, schools, shopping centers, public buildings, major employment centers, and other destinations.
$5,460
4 Provide a map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transportation facilities, including a description of bicycle facilities that serve public and private
schools.
$6,972
5 Provide a map and description of existing and proposed end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities.
$4,092
6 Provide a description of existing and proposed policies related to bicycle parking in public locations, private parking garages and parking lots and in new
commercial and residential developments.
P $4,092
7 Provide a map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transport and parking facilities for connections with and use of other transportation modes.
$4,092
8 Provide a map and description of existing and proposed pedestrian facilities, including those at major transit hubs and those that serve public and private schools.
$4,092
9 Provide a description of proposed signage providing wayfinding along bicycle and pedestrian networks to designated destinations.
$4,092
10 Provide a description of the policies and procedures for maintaining existing and proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
$2,400
11 Provide a description of bicycle and pedestrian safety, education, and encouragement programs conducted in the area included within the plan, efforts by the law
enforcement agency having primary traffic law enforcement responsibility in the area to enforce provisions of the law impacting bicycle and pedestrian safety, and
the resulting effect on collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians.
$27,580
12 Provide a description of the extent of community involvement in development of the plan, including disadvantaged and underserved communities.
$12,100
13 Provide a description of how the active transportation plan has been coordinated with neighboring jurisdictions, including school districts within the plan area, and
how the plan is consistent with other local or regional transportation, air quality, or energy conservation plans.
$12,100
14 Provide a description of the projects and programs proposed in the plan and a listing of their priorities for implementation, including the methodology for project
prioritization and a proposed timeline for implementation.
$2,000
15 Provide a description of past expenditures for bicycle and pedestrian facilities and programs, and future financial needs for projects/programs that improve safety
and convenience for bicyclists and pedestrians in the plan area. $4,100
16 Provide a description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed
of the progress being made in implementing the plan. $4,100
17 Provide a resolution showing adoption of the plan by the city, county or district. <650
18 Evalutaion of the Program
$11,580
19 Program oversight and administration of program requirements from the City
$8,800
Total Cost $131,360
Active Transportation Plan Overhead Estimate Estimated Cost
($)
Agency estimated overhead
1
$0
Consultant estimated overhead
2
$0
3
$0
Total Cost $0






Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

15-Jun-16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

Ceres

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

City of Ceres-Citywide

" (4b)

" (4c)

" (4d)

Project Description: (5)

Create a comprehensive active transportation plan for the City of Ceres.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Community Needs Assessment-User Analysis Oct-2019 Jan-2020 $ 21,400.00
Task "B" Educational Programs and Outreach Oct-2019 Mar-2020 $ 24,190.00
Task "C" Evaluate Current Enforcement Practices Oct-2019 Mar-2020 $ 5,790.00
Task "D" Agency and Public Participation Nov-2019 Jun-2020 $ 24,200.00
Task "E" Creation of the ATP Dec-2019 Jun-2020 $ 26,550.00
Task "F" Implement the Program Jul-2020 Jun-2021 $ 8,850.00
Task "G" Evaluation Activities May-2021 Jun-2021 $ 11,580.00
Task "H" Administration and Program Management Oct-2019 Jun-2021 $ 8,800.00
Task "I" $ -
Task "J" $ =
GRAND TOTAL $ 131,360.00

ATP V. 8(02/11/2016)






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Community Needs Assessment-User Analysis

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct a needs assessment for the City and User analysis

Task Schedule (5¢):

Start Date : |Oct-2019

End Date:|Jan-2020

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Identify existing users Bike/Ped counts for the City
5 Identify demand for use through collaborative partners (i.e. Stanislaus Understand the demand and rationale behind current usage and
’ County Bicycle Club) future wants and demands
3. Assess current facilities An understanding of infrastructure needs within the area
a Assess existing and proposed land use and patterns Map reflgcpng argas/patterns of residency, shopping, schools and
other activity destinations
5. Collect traffic counts (baseline) Baseline traffic count data
6. Data gollectlon by parent surveys, students tallies, resident surveys Baseline ATP user data
(baseline)
- Qonduct and document walk audits to track safety concerns and identify Recommended areas within the City in need of improvements
infrastructure needs
8. Collect number and locations of collisions and types (baseline) Baseline collision data
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
] Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Identify and Assess users, facilities, land use 80 $120.00 $ 9,600.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Traffic counts, data collection of surveys/tallies 60 $95.00 $ 5,700.00
Party 3 - |Consultant - Walk audits for needs of improvements 24 $120.00 $ 2,880.00
Party 4 - |Consultant - Collision data 20 $95.00 $ 1,900.00
Party 5 - |Staff Project Manager 24 $55.00 $ 1,320.00
Party 6 - $ s
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 21,400.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 21,400.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",
click below:

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

")

Total Other Costs (99):

sle|e|e|e|e|e|e
'

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10): 21,400.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Educational Programs and Outreach

Task Summary (5b):

Develop and deliver educational programs and outreach in regards to safety

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Oct-2019

End Date: [Mar-2020

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

A committee comprised of members of various backgrounds and

L Develop Active Transportation Advisory Committee interests to collectively represent the needs of the City
N . Classes, workshops, activities, incentives and media attention
2. Develop and institute educational/outreach programs L . - . .
aiding with the education and encouragement to utilize active
3 Purchase "starter" incentives for classes and workshops for Have incentives on hand for administrators/managers to easily start
) administrators/managers the program on their own
4. Update City's website and social media to reflect outreach and programs Update and document efforts on website and other meda avenues
for outreach
Provide description of bike/ped safety, education, and encouragement -
] ) Description of programs conducted by enforcement agency and the
5. programs conducted with enforcement agency and resulting effect on . Lo .
T L : resulting effects of bicyclists and pedestrians
collisions with bicyclists and pedestrians
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Coordinate TAC mtgs and provide incentives starters 80 $120.00 $ 9,600.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Outreach effort coordination/implementation 40 $95.00 $ 3,800.00
Party 3 - |Staff Project Manager 40 $55.00 $ 2,200.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 15,600.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 15,600.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ =
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ °
T N Supplies/Materials (9c): 750.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (9c)] $
Incentives (9d):| $ 7,840.00
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -
o on] s _
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 8,590.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 24,190.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ - 1. $ =
2. $ - 2. $ o
3. $ - 3. $ =
4. $ - 4. $ o
5. $ - 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ o
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ o
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ o
11. $ - 11. $ o
12. $ - 12 $ o
13. $ - 13. $ o
14. $ - 14. $ o
15. $ - 15. $ o
16. $ - 16. $ o
17. $ - 17. $ o
18. $ - 18. $ o
19. $ - 19. $ o
20. $ - 20. $ o
Total 0 $ - Total: 0 $0 $ -
Total Travel Cost: $ - Total Equipment Cost:| $ -
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Handouts/Brochures 1000 1 $1 $ 750.00 1.|Helmets for achievements in programs ( based on 6 for 12 schools) 72 1 $20 $ 1,440.00
2. $ - 2.|Incentives for rewarding paticipation in programs (20% student pop) 1600 |1 $4 $ 6,400.00
3. $ - 3. $ -
4. $ o 4. $ -
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ = 6. $ °
7. $ - 7. $ -
8. $ = 8. $ °
9. $ - 9. $ -
10. $ = 10. $ o
11. $ = 11. $ °
12 $ © 12. $ o
13. $ = 13. $ =
14. $ © 14. $ o
15. $ = 15. $ °
16. $ = 16. $ o
17. $ = 17. $ °
18. $ = 18. $ o
19. $ = 19. $ =
20. $ = 20. $ =
Total: 1000 $1 $ 750.00 Total: 1672 $24 $ 7,840.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 750.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 7,840.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)





TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Evaluate Current Enforcement Practices

Task Summary (5b):

Understand and evaluate current practices for enforcement

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Oct-2019

End Date: [Mar-2020

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Evaluate existing practices for enforcement for active transportation

Have a clear understanding of present day enforcement

Collaborate with the local police to ensure up to date, necessary and
feasible enforcement

A cohesive partnership working toward safe streets for motorized
and non motorized users

10.

Staff Costs (7):

. taff Rat
Staff Title (7a): Hojrz 1) | per H:uf 70 Total $
Party 1 - [Consultant - Evaluate practices and coordination with enforcement agency 40 $120.00 $ 4,800.00
Party 2 - | Staff Project Manager 18 $55.00 $ 990.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 5,790.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 5,790.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

")

Total Other Costs (99):

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

wle|e|e|e|e|e]e

5,790.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "D" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Agency and Public Participation

Task Summary (5b):

Coordinate amongst agencies and

the public to create plan

Task Schedule (5¢):

Start Date :|N0v-2019

End Date:[Jun-2020

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Kick off meeting

Discuss overall outreach strategy with identified stakeholders

Hold workshops with stakeholders including school districts, local/regional
2. transportation agencies, neighboring jurisdictions,
disadvantaged/underserved communities

Discuss vision, goals, existing conditions, draft plan,
implementation strategy, targeted outreach and website/social

media

Provide description of the extent of the community involvement in the

Description of the extent of the community involvement in the

3. . development of the plan including disadvantaged and underserved
development of the plan with stakeholders " . LY S
communities, neighboring jurisdictions and school districts affected
4 Provide how the plan is consistent with local and regional transportation, |Describe how plan complies or supports local and regional
’ air quality and energy conservation plans transportation, air quality and energy conservation plans
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Staff Costs (7):

. taff Rat
Staff Title (7a): Hojrz 1) | per H:uf 70 Total $

Party 1 - [Consultant - Hold workshops 120 $120.00 $ 14,400.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Outreach effort coordination/implementation 80 $95.00 $ 7,600.00
Party 3 - |Staff Project Manager 40 $55.00 $ 2,200.00

Party 4 - $ -

Party 5 - $ =

Party 6 - $ s
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 24,200.00

Indirect Costs (7e):

Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 24,200.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

in the itemized other costs section:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

click below:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

" (of):

Total Other Costs (99):

sl |le|a|e|o|e
'

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

&

24,200.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "E" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Creation of the ATP

Task Summary (5b):

Develop draft proposed Active Transportation Program based on public and stakeholders input

Task Schedule (5¢):

Start Date :|Dec—2019

End Date:[Jun-2020

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. From feedback at meetings/outreach efforts, formulate draft ATP Rough Draft of ATP
Map of proposed bicycle facilities with description to include
Assess and provide recommendations/proposed land use, bicycle parking facilities and connectivity with other modes of
2. |transportation facilities/end-of-trip parking facilities, policies on bicycle transportation, existing and proposed end-of-trip bicycle parking
parking, and bike connectivity facilities, proposed policies for bicycle parking in public and private
development
3 Assess and provide recommendations/proposed pedestrian facilities Map of proposed pedestrian facilities that connect to major transit
’ including connectivity to transit and schools (public and private) and schools
4 Assess and provide recommendations for wayfinding signage for bike/ped |Description and map of proposed wayfinding signage to support
’ networks pedestrian and bicycle network
Develop past expenditures and funding needs/revenue sources for Description of past and future expenditure and revenue plan to be
bike/ped facilities and programs (past and future) included in ATP
4 Develop listing and prioritization of projects and programs including Listing and description of projects and programs prioritized to be
’ descriptions included in ATP including methodology used
5. Make revisions based on feedback Deliverable document to the public
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a):
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) Total $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Develop ATP elements 120 $120.00 $ 14,400.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Develop ATP supporting documents 60 $95.00 $ 5,700.00
Party 3 - [Consultant - Develop expenditure/funding plan 40 $120.00 $ 4,800.00
Party 4 - | Staff Project Manager 30 $55.00 $ 1,650.00
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ s
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 26,550.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 26,550.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",
click below:

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section J

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

" (of):

Ll
'

Total Other Costs (99):

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

©“

26,550.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "F" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Implement the Program

Task Summary (5b):|Implement and evaluate the program

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date :|Ju|-2020

End Date:[Jun-2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Adopt the Plan by the City Resolution of the Plan adoption by the City
2. Develop steps for implementation of the plan and monitoring method Describe steps for Plan implementation and reporting to the public
of progress made
3. Provide meetings with stakeholders on ATP implementation and adoption |Feedback from stakeholders meeting for implementation of ATP
Provide and recommend policies and procedures for maintaining existing - - - L
4. ) - L Descriptive policies and procedures for maintaining facilities
and proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a):
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) Total $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Develop implementationplan, hold mtgs with stakeholders 40 $120.00 $ 4,800.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Develop policies and procedures 20 $120.00 $ 2,400.00
Party 3 - |Project Manager 30 $55.00 $ 1,650.00
Party 4 - $ s
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 8,850.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 8,850.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",
click below:

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

" (of):

Ll

Total Other Costs (99):

©

8,850.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "G" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Evaluation Activities

Task Summary (5b):|Evaluation of the program

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date :|May—2021

End Date:

Jun-2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Recruit volunteers to help with evaluation Volunteers ready to assess
2. Collect traffic counts (end of year) and compare with baseline Determined difference in traffic counts
3 Data collection by parent surveys, students tallies, resident surveys (end Determined difference in ATP users
of year)
4. Come up with methods to evaluate and measure the plan Have a measurable, evaluation plan for the ATP Plan
5. Collect collision data (end of year) and compare with baseline Determined difference in traffic collision
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
) Staff Rate
Staff Title (7a): Total
(73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - perform traffic counts/surveys/ collsion data 80 $95.00 | $ 7,600.00
Party 2 - |Consultant - Provide methods and evalaution of plan 24 $120.00 | $ 2,880.00
Party 3 - |Staff Project Manager 20 $55.00 | $ 1,100.00
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 11,580.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 11,580.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

in the itemized other costs section:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

")

Total Other Costs (99):

|l ||| |a|o

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

©

11,580.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)






TASK "H" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Administration and Program Management

Task Summary (5b):

Project oversight of Non-Infrastructure ATP Program

Task Schedule (5¢):

Start Date :|Oct-2019

End Date:[Jun-2021

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Provide oversight of Consultant work/services

Review submittals, reports, invoices

2. Administration of ATP program and requirements of program funding

Program reporting, invoices submittals to Caltrans

Provide coordination and collaboration with consultant, stakeholders,
Caltrans and schools/public to deliver program goals

Project status reports, Agenda mtgs, project events

10.

Staff Costs (7):

Staff Title (7a): Hoi?{?b) Per Ej&? (70) Total $
Party 1 - |Staff Project Manager 160 $55.00 | $ 8,800.00
Party 2 - $ =
Party 3 - $ s
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 8,800.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 8,800.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

in the itemized other costs section:

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost",

click below:

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]

Travel (9a):

Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c):

Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

"(9f):

sl

Total Other Costs (99):

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):

©

8,800.00

ATP V.8 (02/11/2016)
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STATE CAPITOL DISTRICT OFFICE
P.O. BOX 942849 Caggpmh[g 1010 TENTH STREET, SUITE 5800
SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0021 MODESTO, CA 95354

(916) 319-2021 (209) 521-2111

FAX (916) 319-2121 (115[ anr Iﬁa %ﬁ?giﬁ[&hlr P FAX (209) 521-2102

DISTRICT OFFICE COMMITTEES
690 W. 16TH STREET CHAIR: GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION

MERCED, CA 95340 AGING AND LONG-TERM CARE

(209) 726-5485 AGRICULTURE
FAX (209) 726-5469 ENVIRONMENTAL SAFETY AND
E-MAIL ADAM C. GRAY TOXIC MATERIALS
Assemblymember.Gray @ assembly.ca.gov ASSEMBLYMEMBER, TWENTY-FIRST DISTRICT CHAIR: SELECT COMMITTEE ON RAIL

May 11, 2016

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
Ceres, CA 95307

RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active Transportation Plan

Dear Mr. Wells:

[ am writing to offer my full support for your efforts in obtaining grant funding for the Active
Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

I definitely acknowledge the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to encourage alternative
modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve safety for our community and
promote healthy living by encouraging alternate modes of transportation.

The development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the needs and goals
of the community from in-depth community and stakeholder participation. The Plan will also
identify priorities of programs and project improvements that will allow your City to plan
effectively for the future.

As you know, increasing public safety for the cities in Assembly District 21 is one of my top
priorities, and this Plan will help support those efforts. This project is important for the
community, as well as the region, and encourages smart planning for safe and sustainable

communities. I fully support the application and will to continue my relationship with the City in
identifying and implementing alternative modes of transportation.

Sincerely,

/A’-—- 6*»7

Adam C. Gray,
21%Assembly District

AG/rh

Printed on Recycled Paper





Member Agencies

City of Ceres

City of Hughson

City of Modesto

City of Newman

City of Oakdale

City of Patterson

City of Riverbank

City of Turlock

City of Waterford

Stanislaus County

Policy Board Chair
Vito Chiesa

Policy Board Vice-Chair
Bill Zoslocki

Executive Director
Rosa De Ledn Park

1111 | Street, Ste 308

Modesto, CA 95354
Stan COG 209.525.4600 Main

Stanislaus Council of Governments 209.558.7833  Fax

www.stancog.org

May 30,2016

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
Ceres, CA 95307

RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active
Transportation Plan

Dear Mr. Wells:

On behalf of the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC), we offer our full support for your efforts in obtaining
grant funding for the Active Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

The BPAC acknowledges the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to
encourage alternative modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve
safety for our community and promote healthy living by encouraging alternate modes
of transportation.

The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the
needs and goals of the community from in-depth community and stakeholder
participation. The Plan will also provide priorities of programs and project
improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages
smart planning for safe and sustainable communities. We fully support the
application and will to continue our relationship with the City in identifying and
implementing alternative modes of transportation.

Sincerely,

Frank Corwin, Chair
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee





Member Agencies
City of Ceres

City of Hughson
City of Modesto
City of Newman
City of Oakdale
City of Patterson
City of Riverbank
City of Turlock

City of Waterford

Stanislaus County

Policy Board Chair
Vito Chiesa

Policy Board Vice-Chair
Bill Zoslocki

Executive Director
Rosa De Ledn Park

StanCOG

Stanislaus Council of Governments

1111 | Street, Ste 308
Modesto, CA 95354

209.525.4600 Main
209.558.7833 Fax

www.stancog.org

June 1,2016

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Strect
Ceres, CA 95307

RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active
Transportation Plan

Dear Mr. Wells:

On behalf of the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC), we offer our full support for your efforts in obtaining grant
funding for the Active Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

The CAC acknowledges the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to
encourage alternative modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve
safety for our community and promote healthy living by encouraging alternate modes
of transportation.

The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the
needs and goals of the community from in-depth community and stakeholder
participation. The Plan will also provide priorities of programs and project
improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages
smart planning for safe and sustainable communities. We fully support the
application and will to continue our relationship with the City in identifying and
implementing alternative modes of transportation.

Sincerely,

%M&ﬂao& W

Elizabeth Claes, Chair
Citizens Advisory Committee
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May 11, 2016

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
Ceres, CA 95307

RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Wells:

On behalf of the Ceres Chamber of Commerce we offer our full support for your efforts in obtaining grant
funding for the Active Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

The Ceres Chamber acknowledges the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to encourage alternative
modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve safety for our community and promote healthy
living by encouraging alternate modes of transportation.

The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the needs and goals of the
community from in-depth community and stakeholder participation. The Plan will also provide priorities of
programs and project improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

Furthermore, the Plan supports the Chamber’s own objective of implementing actions that support expansion
of our area’s economic base and enhance livability.

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages smart planning for safe and
sustainable communities. We fully support the application and will to continue our relationship with the City
in identifying and implementing alternative modes of transportation.

Sincerely,

?wwg ‘B.J 7 S

Renee Ledbetter,
President 2014-17

2398-A 4th Street, Ceres, CA 95307 - (209) 537-2601 - www.cereschamber.com - info@cereschamber.com



http://www.cereschamber.com/

mailto:info@cereschamber.com



May 23,2016

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
Ceres, CA 95307

HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY

Administration

830 Scenic Drive

P.0O. Box 3271
Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 558-7163
Fax: (209)558-7123
www.hsahealth.org

RE: LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR ATP FUNDING FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN ACTIVE

TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Dear Mr. Wells:

The Stanislaus County Health Services Agency (HSA) is supportive of the City of Ceres’ efforts in obtaining

grant funding for the Active Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

HSA has been working with the City of Ceres and other jurisdictions on creating infrastructures that provide
support for healthy lifestyles, and acknowledges the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to
encourage alternative modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve safety for our
community and promote healthy living by encouraging active transportation (walking, biking). A significantly
higher percentage of Stanislaus County residents are overweight or obese than California residents; one third
(32.3%) of Ceres residents are obese compared to one quarter (24.8%) for California. A smaller percentage of
Ceres residents (27.6%) walked for transportation or leisure for at least 150 minutes in the past week compared
to California residents (33.3%). Health research indicates that behaviors, like diet and exercise, are strongly
influenced by the environment in which we live. Ensuring opportunities for safe active modes of transportation
will support residents in increasing regular physical activity. Furthermore, research shows that increased local
active transportation opportunities can reduce motor vehicle usage, which in turn contributes to a reduction in

greenhouse gas emissions and improved air quality.

The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the needs and goals of the
community from in-depth community and stakeholder participation. The Plan will also provide priorities
of programs and project improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages safe and sustainable
communities. We support the project improvements and hope to continue our relationship with the City in
identifying and promoting initiatives to improve the health and wellness of our community.

Sincerely,

Il %&w@ao

Mary.Ann Lee
Managing Director





1111 | Street, Ste 308

Modesto, CA 95354
Sta n COG 209.525.4600 Main
Stanislaus Council of Governments 209.558.7833  Fax
www.stancog.org

) May 30,2016

Member Agencies
City of Ceres

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Hughson City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
City of Modesto Ceres, CA 95307
City of Newman RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active

Transportation Plan

City of Oakdale
City of Patterson Dear Mr. Wells:
City of Riverbank On behalf of the Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG), we offer our full

support for your efforts in obtaining grant funding for the Active Transportation
City of Turlock Program, Cycle 3.

City of Waterford StanCOG acknowledges the need for pedestrian and bicycling facilities to
encourage alternative modes of transportation, aid with traffic congestion, improve
Stanislawe County safety for our community and promote healthy living by encouraging alternate modes
of transportation.
The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the
needs and goals of the community from in-depth community and stakeholder
participation. The Plan will also provide priorities of programs and project
improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

Policy Board Chair
Vito Chiesa

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages
smart planning for safe and sustainable communities. We fully support the

Policy Board Vice-Chair  gpplication and will to continue our relationship with the City in identifying and

Bill Zoslocki implementing alternative modes of transportation.
Sincergly,

Executive Director ML

Rosa De Leon Park osa De Leon Park

Executive Director
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May 12, 2016 .

Toby Wells, City Manager
City of Ceres

2220 Magnolia Street
Ceres, CA 95307

RE: Letter of Support for ATP Funding for the Development of an Active Transportation Plan

Dear Mr. Wells:

| am writing to express my full support for your efforts in obtaining grant funding for the Active Transportation
Program, Cycle 3.

Pedestrian and bicycling facilities are needed to encourage alternative modes of transportation, aid with
traffic congestion, improve safety for our community and promote healthy living by encouraging alternate
modes of transportation.

The Development of an Active Transportation Plan will provide and identify the needs and goals of the
community from in-depth community and stakeholder participation. The Plan will also provide priorities of
programs and project improvements that will allow the City to plan effectively for the future.

This project is important for the community as well as the region and encourages smart planning for safe and
sustainable communities. | fully support the application and hope to continue my relationship with the City in

identifying and implementing alternative modes of transportation.

Sincerely,

Anthony Cannella
Senator, 12th District





		Assemblyman support ATP Plan

		BPAC Support ATP Plan

		CAC Support ATP Plan

		Chamber of Com Support ATP Plan

		HSA Support ATP Plan

		StanCOG Support ATP Plan

		State Senate support ATP Plan




Attachment B

Not Applicable






Attachment D

Not Applicable






Attachment F

Not Applicable






CERES CITYWIDE BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN CRASH DATA 1/1/2009-12/31/2013

YEAR_ | KILLED | INJURED | PEDCOL | BICCOL PRIMARYRD SECONDRD DATE_ PARTIES | PEDKILL | PEDINJ | BICKILL | BICINJ
2009 0 1 Y MORGAN RD WHITMORE AV | 1/20/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV 9TH ST 1/19/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y MITCHELL RD SERVICE-ROAD 2/2/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 1 0 Y ROCKEFELLER DR HIL-MOR DR 2/3/2009 2 1 0 0 0
2009 0 1 Y KINSER RD BLAKER RD 3/1/2009 1 0 0 0 1
2009 0 2 Y LOUISE AV ASTER CT 3/3/2009 3 0 2 0 0
2009 0 1 Y HERNDON RD HATCH RD 3/9/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV 6TH ST 4/5/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y EAST HATCH RD HERNDON RD 3/28/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 2 Y MITCHELL RD FOWLER AV 5/27/2009 3 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y MITCHELL RD HATCH RD 6/24/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y MOFFETT RD WHITMORE AV | 7/3/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y BELMONT AV PARAMOUNT AV | 7/13/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y EL CAMINO PARK ST 8/21/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y RIVERBEND DR MOFFETT RD 8/24/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y DON PEDRO RD URMI AV 9/1/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y MOFFETT HATCH RD 9/1/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y HACKETT RD BLAKER RD 9/18/2009 3 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y HATCH RD HERNDON RD 9/9/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y FOWLER RD DARWIN AV 9/17/2009 2 0 1 0 0
2009 0 1 Y SERVICE RD BLAKER RD 9/30/2009 1 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y 5TH ST WHITMORE AV |11/16/2009 2 0 0 0 0
2009 0 1 Y SERVICE RD MITCHELLRD |11/17/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2009 0 1 Y 9TH ST PARK ST 12/3/2009 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y HATCH RD HERNDON RD 1/21/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV CENTRAL AV 1/30/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y RICHLAND AV HATCH RD 1/26/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y HATCH RD CENTRAL AV 2/19/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y BLAKER RD DON PEDRO DR | 2/27/2010 3 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y HACKETT RD CAMINO DEL REY | 3/21/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y SANKO AV HACKETT RD 3/17/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 1 0 Y CASWELL AV 2ND ST 4/1/2010 2 0 0 1 0






2010 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV DON PEDRO RD | 4/12/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y BRIDGEWATER DR DARBY LN 5/9/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y THOMAS ST THOMAS AV 5/22/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y LUNAR DR WHITMORE AV | 5/22/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y HACKETT RD CENTRAL AV 6/18/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y CASWELL AV 5TH ST 6/11/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y BROWN CT SEBASTIAN WY | 3/27/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV SERVICE RD 7/9/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y MORGAN RD HACKETT RD 7/15/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y MITCHELL ROEDING RD 8/2/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y HATCH RD HERNDON 7/27/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y EL CAMINO PINE ST 8/19/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y EAST WHITMORE AV EASTGATE BL 9/13/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y MOFFETT RD GARRISON 9/21/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y ROSE AV FOWLER RD 9/29/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2010 0 1 Y HATCH RD ANGIE AV 11/10/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y GARRISON AV MOFFETTRD |11/10/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 0 1 Y WHITMORE CHARLOTTE AV |10/29/2010 2 0 1 0 0
2010 1 0 Y MITCHELL RD RHODE RD 12/5/2010 3 1 0 0 0
2011 1 4 Y FOWLER RD DARWIN AV 2/9/2011 6 1 4 0 0
2010 0 1 Y 10TH ST TRICIA CT 12/1/2010 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y 5TH ST WHITMORE AV | 1/26/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y HERNDON AV HERNDON RD 1/13/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV HACKETT RD 2/21/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV DON PEDRO 2/11/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 2 Y BLAKER RD DON PEDRORD | 2/10/2011 3 0 2 0 0
2011 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV WHITMORE 4/3/2011 1 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y PARK ST 6TH ST 5/27/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y JOYCE AV HERNDON RD 5/18/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y HATCH RD MOFFETT RD 5/16/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y WHITMORE MITCHELL RD 6/8/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y CANYON DR VALLEY WIND WY | 6/19/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y HERNDON AV HERNDON CT 6/30/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y CASWELL AV VAUGHN ST 7/8/2011 2 0 0 0 1






2011 0 1 Y EAST HATCH RD E HATCH RD 1600 | 8/4/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y 10TH AV HATCH RD 8/24/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y LAWRENCE ST 9TH ST 9/12/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y HERNDON RD HATCH RD 10/21/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2011 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV LOUISE AV 11/4/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y NADINE AV ANTELOPE 11/21/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y FOWLER RD ROSE AV 12/16/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y MOFFETT PLUMERIACT |12/13/2011 2 0 1 0 0
2011 0 1 Y SERVICE RD EL CAMINO AV | 12/7/2011 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV INDUSTRIAL WY | 4/2/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y ASTER CT LOUISE AV 4/14/2013 4 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y DON PEDRO RD COLLINS RD 2/26/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y RAILROAD AV KINSER RD 2/6/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y HATCH RD VOYAGERS COVE | 3/12/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 1 0 Y RT 99 HATCH RD 4/8/2013 2 0 0 1 0
2012 0 1 Y FOWLER RD ROSE AV 12/5/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV WHITMORE AV | 12/5/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y ROSE AV GARRISON AV [11/28/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y SEQUOIA ST LOIS 9/10/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y HERNDON RD JOYCE 8/23/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 1 Y HATCH RD HERNDON RD 9/13/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 2 Y HACKETT RD ESTEBAN AV 9/17/2012 3 0 0 0 2
2012 0 1 Y HERNDON RD HATCH RD 8/23/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y CENTRAL AV HERNDON 8/16/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV CENTRAL AV 6/13/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 1 Y HERNDON RD HATCH RD 6/10/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 1 Y MORGAN RD WHITMORE 5/27/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y PINE ST CENTRAL AV 4/30/2012 2 0 0 0 1
2012 0 1 Y HATCH RD RICHLAND AV 4/30/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2012 0 1 Y 9TH ST WHITMORE AV | 2/13/2012 2 0 0 0 0
2012 0 2 Y EAST WHITMORE AV 4TH ST 2/4/2012 3 0 2 0 0
2012 0 1 Y EVANS RD CENTRAL AV 2/10/2012 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y BOOTHE RD EAST WHITMORE AN 4/26/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y NADINE AV HERNDON RD 5/11/2013 2 0 0 0 1






2013 0 1 Y HATCH RD RICHLAND AV 5/13/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y SERVICE RD CENTRAL AV 5/8/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y WHITMORE AV ROSE AV 7/2/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y NORWOOD HEIGHTS EVANS RD 8/18/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y NICHOLAS WY MITCHELL RD 8/16/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y FOWLER MITCHELL RD 9/23/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y MOFFETT RD GARRISON AV | 9/19/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y HATCH RD CENTRAL AV 10/11/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y MITCHELL RD FOWLER RD 11/30/2013 2 0 0 0 1
2013 0 1 Y HATCH RD ANGIE AV 11/18/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y RT 99 WHITMORE AV | 10/5/2013 2 0 1 0 0
2013 0 1 Y RICHLAND EVANS RD 12/12/2013 2 0 1 0 0
TOTALS 5 116 56 56 235 3 58 2 55
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City of Ceres
Citywide Active Transportation Plan

Missing sidewalks/

bike lanes/mid
block cross options
can lead to unsafe
behavior for chil-
dren & adults






City of Ceres
Citywide Active Transportation Plan

SRTS Community Forum
May 2015

Outreach Event 2016

Walk to School
Event

February 2015





City of Ceres
Citywide Active Transportation Plan

A group of Junior High students
near Hensley Junior High were
literally plowed through. To en-
courage active transportation
there must be assured safety and
education in the community and a
plan to help prioritize projects.






Attachment J

No Additional Attachments
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City of Ceres - Citywide Active Transportation Plan
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Census Tract: 6099002702
CalEnviroScreen Score: 86-90%
Population: 6,940
The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 76

Population Characteristics: 88

Dzone: 62
PM2 51
Diesel: 65
Drinking Water: 97
Pesticides: 1]
Toxic Releases: 52
Traffic Density: 30
Cleanup Sites: 40

Groundwater Threats:0
Hazardous ¥aste: 81
Impaired Water: 72
Solid Waste: 58

Census Tract: 6099002701
CalEnviroScreen Score: 61-65%
Population: 3,811

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 69

Population Characteristics: 50

63

52
Diesel: 54
Drinking Water: 93
Pesticides: o
Toxic Releases: 51
Traffic Density: 37
Cleanup Sites: 10

Groundwater Threats:0
Hazardous Waste: 65
Impaired Water: 64
Solid Waste: 58

Census Tract: 6099002604
CalEnviroScreen Score: 96-100%
Population: 4,681

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 80

Population Characteristics: 98

Dies

Drinking Water: 77
1]

48
Traffic Density: 76
Cleanup Sites: 21

Groundwater Threats: 41
Hazardous Waste: 353
Impaired Water: 64
Solid Waste: 38

Census Tract: 6099002603
CalEnviroScreen Score: 56-60%
Population: 2,906
The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 54

Population Characteristics: 54

64
52
54
77
u]
48
Traffic Density: 24
Cleanup Sites: 4

Groundwater Threats: 46
Hazardous Waste: 45
Impaired Water: 54
Solid Waste: u]

Census Tract: 6099002605
CalEnviroScreen Score: 81-85%
Population: 3,855
The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 65

Population Characteristics: 25

Ozone: 64
PM2 52
Diesel: 54
Drinking Water: 77
Pesticides: 33
Releases: 47
Traffic Density: 49
Cleanup Sites: 2

Groundwater Threats: 20
Hazardous Waste: 39
Impaired Water: 64
Solid Waste: a

Census Tract: 6099003001
CalEnviroScreen Score: 76-80%
Population: 9,397

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 85

Population Characteristics: 57

65
53
42
a9
o4
Releases: 45
Traffic Density: a1
Cleanup Sites: 3

Groundwater Threats:5
Hazardous Waste: 45
Impaired Water: 64
Solid Waste: 70

Census Tract: 6099002501
CalEnviroScreen Score: 91-95%
Population: 7,036

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 92

Population Characteristics: 84

63
52

62

98

56

Toxic Releases: 47

Traffic Density: 39
Cleanup Sites: 2

Groundwater Threats:65
Hazardous Waste: 84

Impaired Water: 64
Solid Waste: 78

Census Tract: 6099002504
CalEnviroScreen Score: 56-60%
Population: 4,422

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 68

Population Characteristics: 44

63

52

: 58
Drinking Water: 77
Pesticides: 60
Toxic Releases: 45
Traffic Density: 73

Cleanup Sites: (o]

Groundwater Threats:39
Hazardous Waste: 0
Impaired Water: 0
Solid Waste: [o]

Census Tract: 6099002503
CalEnviroScreen Score: 86-90%
Population: 4,368

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 80

Population Characteristics: 85

Ozone: 64
PM2.5: 53
56
Drinking Water: 98
Pe: 82
Toxic Releases: 44
Traffic Density: 71
Cleanup Sites: 4

Groundwater Threats:65
Hazardous Waste: 0
Impaired Water: 0
Solid Waste: o

Census Tract: 6099002602
CalEnviroScreen Score: 86-90%
Population: 4,561

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 35

Population Characteristics: 76

Ozone: 64
PM2.5: 33
Di H 56
Drinking Water: 96
Pesticides: a8
Toxzic Releases: 44
Traffic Density: 73
Cleanup Sites: 17

Groundwater Threats: 74
Hazardous Wast [i]
Impaired Water: [a}
Solid Waste: a

Census Tract: 6099003100
CalEnviroScreen Score: 91-95%
Population: 4,000

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden: 93

Population Characteristics: 76

61
52
21
100
0
Tozic Releases: 35
Traffic Density: 7
Cleanup Sites: 65
Groundvsater Threats: 31
Hazardous Waste: 65

Impaired Water: o9
Solid Waste: a5

Census Tract: 6099003002
CalEnviroScreen Score: 86-90%
Population: 6,818

The following numbers represent the
percentile score for that component or
indicator. A higher percentile indicates a
higher relative burden.

Pollution Burden; 32

Population Characteristics: 81

H 53
Di H 43
Drinking Water: g9
Pesticides: o3
Toxic Releases: 41
Traffic Density: 67
Cleanup Sites: 27

Groundwater Threats:57
Hazardous Waste: 0O
Impaired Water: 0
Solid Waste: u]
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City of Ceres Census Tract Data

CalEnviroScreen | CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Pollution Populat!orj Total

Census Tract ] Burden Characteristics .
2.0 Score Percentile Range ] . Population
Perentile Percentile

6099002604 55.76 96-100% 80.35 98.04 4681
6099002503 47.32 86-90% 80.41 85.31 4368
6099003002 46.28 86-90% 82.36 80.89 6818
6099002602 45.27 86-90% 84.70 76.50 4561
6099002605 41.34 81-85% 64.80 84.90 3855
6099003001 37.32 76-80% 85.46 57.23 9397
6099002501 52.45 91-95% 91.74 83.67 7036
6099003100 49.31 91-95% 92.61 76.22 4000
6099002702 47.00 86-90% 76.45 87.98 6940
6099002603 27.38 56-60% 53.63 54.10 2906
6099002504 27.21 56-60% 67.70 43.76 4422
6099002701 29.86 61-65% 69.16 50.28 3811

Citywide Average: 42.21






		Calenviroscreen by Census Tract

		CalEnviroscreen data by census tract_Scores only




Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities (responsible for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: = ; Date: 6/15/2016
Name: Daryl Jordan Phone: _209-538-5775
Title: Director/City Engineer e-mail: daryl.jordan@ceres.ci.ca.us

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Not Applicable Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Not Applicable Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hqg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm










Local Assistance Program Guidelines EXHIBIT 22-F
Request for State ATP Funding

EXHIBIT 22-F REQUEST FOR STATE ATP FUNDING

Engineering Services Department
2220 Magnolia Street

Ceres, CA 95307

(209) 538-5792

Fax (209) 538-5759

To: ATP Manager Date: 6/15/2016
1120 N Street, MS 1
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Request for ATP State Funding
The City of Ceres hereby requests ATP State funding for the following project:
Citywide Active Transportation Plan (ATP)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
To create a comprehensive citywide active transportation plan for the City of Ceres.

JUSTIFICATION:

A. Type of Work Non-Infrastructure(NI)/Plan
B. Project cost $131,360
C. Status of Project
1. Beginning and Ending Dates of the Project
2. Environmental 